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ABSTRACT

We use a degenerated Ising model to describe nucleation and crystallization from solution in a confined two-component system. The
free energy is calculated using metadynamics simulation with coordination numbers as the reaction coordinates. We deploy nudged
elastic band simulation to determine the minimum energy path and give properties of the crystallization path. In this confined system, depletion effects, which could also be caused by slow material transport in the solution, prevent the post-critical cluster from
further growth, and the crystalline state would only be stable at larger cluster sizes. Fluctuation of the higher coupling strength
of the crystalline state enables further growth until the crystalline cluster is in equilibrium with the solvent, and this way, a second barrier is crossed. From the parameters and setup, we find necessary conditions for the occurrence of two-step nucleation in
our system. These findings can be adapted to real systems as biomineralization, colloidal crystallization, and the solidification of
metals.
© 2022 Author(s). All article content, except where otherwise noted, is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0073043

I. INTRODUCTION
Nanoparticles are increasingly used in modern application;
therefore, the understanding of crystallization is of ever increasing
importance to control the growth of these particles.1 In particular, the interest in two-step nucleation has spiked in recent years.
This phenomenon gives a vastly different nucleation behavior compared to the classical nucleation theory.2,3 It has been proposed that
between the solvated and the crystal states, the system goes into
an intermediate state. In this state, an amorphous cluster starts to
form. Inside this cluster, the solute particles start to crystallize.4 This
phenomenon is not only common in polymer5 and protein6 crystallization but is also analyzed in colloidal systems.7,8 Particularly, drug
research profits from the understanding of two-step nucleation, as
the amorphous state is of special interest to design stable amorphous
drugs.9
The difference between other studies and ours is that we focus
on small confined systems where depletion has an influence on the
crystallization properties. Such a system was, for example, analyzed

in an experiment in confined micellar systems,10 but results also
apply in cases of slow solute transport.11 The chosen interactions
were motivated by the crystallization behavior of calcium carbonate,
as shown in Refs. 11 and 12.
To realize depletion effects, the number of particles ought to
be fixed in our system; thus, computations are required in a canonical ensemble. To achieve this, we use the method shown in Ref. 13
to allow only for changes in our system, which keep the number of
particles to N or N + 1 particles.
We base this work on a past study14 of the free energy of crystallization. With a lattice gas, we calculate a phase diagram of two-step
nucleation of a confined system.
First, we present our model and explain the simulation details
necessary to calculate the free energy landscape. This free energy
landscape can then be analyzed for two-step nucleation, where
we used three different methods to analyze the behavior of the
system.
We then check if three metastable states are present in the twodimensional landscape. With the depth of these states, we can deploy

J. Chem. Phys. 156, 124504 (2022); doi: 10.1063/5.0073043
© Author(s) 2022

156, 124504-1

Konstanzer Online-Publikations-System (KOPS)
URL: http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:bsz:352-2-1s7r8c56p0krf6

The Journal
of Chemical Physics

ARTICLE

scitation.org/journal/jcp

transition state theory to get the most likely region for two-step
nucleation.
To achieve the crystallization path, we use nudged elastic band
simulation15 on the free energy surface to calculate the minimum
energy path (MEP).
Finally, we calculate the one-dimensional free energy for
the coordination number. We show that the one-dimensional
description of the nucleation process is insufficient, as shown in
Ref. 16.

stabilize the amorphous cluster with a weak coupling of 1.0 J. This
results in the interaction matrix,

II. MODEL AND SIMULATION

In the resulting system, we have a surface tension, as there are
no interactions between the solute and solvent particles. The crystalline state is, in principle, energetically most favorable, if all
neighbors are also crystalline. For high temperatures, the entropic
weight makes the amorphous state energetically more favorable,
especially if not all neighbors are from the same type. This makes
it more likely to have amorphous particles at the interface to the
solvent.
The additional stabilization for both particles that are in the
amorphous state establishes the qualitative connection to materials such as calcium carbonate. According to Ref. 17, in a cluster
of amorphous calcium carbonate, there are energetically favored
alignments that differ from the alignment in the crystalline states.
This energetic favorization is captured by the parameters by setting
J amorph.–amorph. = 1 J > J amorph.–cryst. = 0.5 J. This way, for the Isinglike model running within a cluster, a surface tension is induced
separating the amorphous state from the crystalline state by a barrier in the free energy. This barrier was also studied using molecular
dynamics.18

In this work, a degenerated Ising model is used to describe the
crystallization of a small confined system. A simple cubic lattice with
a periodic boundary and a size of 32 × 32 × 32 spins is used for the
calculations.
All energies are normalized to the interaction energy J, and
temperatures are given in the dimensionless unit kB T/J.
First, we explain the motivation for the chosen interaction
parameters and then briefly describe the algorithm used to calculate the free energy of the system. Finally, we present the details and
results of the simulation procedure.
A. Hamiltonian and choice of interaction
The system is build out of two materials: the solute particles and
the solvent. Each particle also has a different spin, which describes
the state; the particles can be in a crystalline or an amorphous state,
resulting in four states per lattice site and a 4 × 4 interaction matrix
shown in Eq. (2).

To account for the different entropy of the crystalline and
amorphous states, the entropic weight is added as in Ref. 7. We
used an entropic weight of δ = 8. We found two-step nucleation with
entropic weights from 6 to12 with no further parameter changes.
Therefore, the exact value should have no significant impact on the
qualitative properties.
The system is described by the Hamiltonian,
σi = crystal

σi = amorphous,

(1)

containing an interaction matrix Jσi ,σj for the nearest neighbors and
the entropic weights δ depending on the state of each particle.
2. Choice of the interaction matrix
Since we are not interested in the crystallization properties
of the solvent, all interactions of them are set to one. Note the
equivalence to the Pott’s model.14
For the solute particles, we have a weak interaction of 0.5 J for
different spins, with J being the unit of energy. We stabilize the crystalline state by setting a strong interaction of 2.0 J. In addition, we
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B. Calculation of the free energy

1. Hamiltonian

⎧
1 ⎪
⎪ +kB T ln δ,
H = − ∑ Jσi ,σj − ∑⎨
2 i ⎪
⎪
<ij>
⎩ −kB T ln δ,

crystal

c.

We utilize a simple spin flip Monte Carlo simulation where all
four spins are changed with the same probability. To get a depletion effect, we need to have a fixed number of particles in our system
and, therefore, need to calculate in the canonical ensemble. This is
realized by allowing only spin changes that keep the number of solvated particles to N and N + 1, as has been shown in Ref. 13. This
algorithm is chosen to keep the MC-scheme as close as possible to
grand-canonical studies, e.g., Ref. 14.
To calculate the free energy, the metadynamics algorithm
was deployed.19 This is used to accelerate the calculation of rare
events.
At first, reaction coordinates (RCs) n⃗ are chosen to describe
the behavior of interest. The phase space of the RC‘s is then sampled by a basic Metropolis Monte Carlo algorithm.20 However, in
⃗ is added
addition to the energy of the Hamiltonian, a bias Fbias (n)
individually for each point n⃗ of the RC space. After each Monte
Carlo step, where the RC could change, the bias is increased by
δH at the new position, if the step has been accepted, or previous position if the step has been rejected by the Metropolis Monte
Carlo criteria. This algorithm can be visualized by slowly filling
up the free energy potential until all states have the same energy
(and same probability). In this case, the free energy is the negative
bias,
⃗ ≈ −Fbias (n).
⃗
F(n)

(3)
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This algorithm increases the speed because compared to Metropolis Monte Carlo, rare events (e.g., magnetization-change in the Ising
model at low temperature) happen more often.
The metadynamics algorithm is typically used with a continual phase space, and the bias is added with a Gaussian distribution.
Since we are using a lattice model with discrete reaction coordinates, we can use an individual bias-value for all possible reaction
coordinates.
C. Simulation details
We choose two reaction coordinates (RCs) to describe the
nucleation. One RC is the number of interactions of the solute particles nsolute and the other is the number of crystal–crystal interaction
ncrystal . With the first RC, the solvated state can be obtained. The
second RC allows us to distinguish between the amorphous and
crystal states.
These RCs were motivated by Ref. 17 as they can be directly
measured in experiment. Furthermore, a global parameter does need
much less computational overhead compared to cluster based RCs,
which is an additional benefit of the chosen reaction coordinates.
Interpreting global reaction coordinates might lead to an overlapping of the free energy of single cluster growth and multiple clusters.
In Appendix A, we show that the choice of the local reaction (cluster
size and degree of crystallization) leads to comparable results. For a
larger simulation domain with the same concentrations of the solute
particles, the effect of multiple clusters should be considered more
important.
In our simulation program, we used the number of interactions
in the whole system and not the average per particle as usual. That
way, we could keep the integer nature of the reaction coordinate. In
the plots, the crystal–crystal interactions are transformed into a crysn
tallization degree χ = ncrystal
(as in Ref. 21) to improve the visibility of
solute
the data.
To accelerate the calculation, first, a rough estimate of the bias
is calculated with a high δH = 0.01 J. The bias is then refined with
δH = 0.001 J and finally with δH = 0.0001 J. The simulation is finished if the bias was sufficiently filled and the system has roughly an
even distribution in the phase space for the last 10 000 steps.

III. TWO-STEP NUCLEATION
An example for the obtained two-dimensional free energy surface for 850 solute particles at a temperature of 1.212 is given in
Fig. 1(a). Three (meta)stable states can be seen. On the top (χ ≈ 0.8),
the crystalline state can be identified, and on the bottom of the image
(χ ≈ 0) are the two different states with amorphous particles. One
has just a small amount of coupled solute particles. This state will be
further called the solvated state, as the particles are not coupled and
are mainly surrounded by the solvent. In the other state, the particles
are in an amorphous cluster. This is further called the amorphous
state.
In Fig. 1(b), we show the corresponding one-dimensional free
energy. We identify three (meta)stable states. A metastable solvated
state with a coordination number of 0.9 and the stable crystalline
state with a coordination number of 2.9 can be identified. Between
these two states another metastable state can be seen. This free
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FIG. 1. Calculated free energy for 850 solute particles at a temperature of 1.212.
(a) The two-dimensional free energy surface with the two reaction coordinates,
crystallization degree and coordination number. The three different minima for
the solvated (bottom left), crystalline (top), and intermediate (bottom right) states
are shown. (b) The calculated one-dimensional coordination number for the twodimensional free energy surface, as will be discussed in Sec. III B. Both plots
show that two-step nucleation can be expected for this system. At the bottom,
three example configurations at interesting points are given. The blue particles
are solute particles in a crystalline state and the gray particles are of amorphous
type. In (c), the amorphous cluster starts to form, and inside this cluster, a crystal
starts to from (d), which then starts to grow further until it completely crystallizes
in (e).

energy distribution corresponds to the descriptions of two-step
nucleation, e.g., in proteins.22
In Ref. 14, it was shown for a lattice gas model that for an
increased cluster size, the crystalline state is more favorable than
the amorphous state. This can be seen in our calculated free energy
[Figs. 1(a) and 1(b)]. In general, larger clusters develop a larger
coordination number. The higher coordination number can lead
to a stronger contribution if crystallization takes place. On the
other hand, for a fixed cluster size, a fluctuation toward a higher
coordination number could also enable crystallization.
As presented in Ref. 23, a spontaneous fluctuation causes the
solute particles to form an amorphous cluster. This cluster is shown
in Fig. 1(c) as well as the barrier, which the system must cross in the
one-dimensional energy.
The post-critical cluster then cannot grow any further24 due
to depletion effects, but as crystallization induces a sudden drop in
chemical potentials between the cluster and the solution,14,21,23,25,26
the cluster can further grow if crystallization took place until it finally
stops growing again due to depletion [Figs. 1(d) and 1(e)]. We summarize the concept of this two-step nucleation scenario again. The
cluster nucleates in the amorphous state because the crystalline state
is only more stable for larger clusters. Before reaching the size with
stability of the crystalline state, depletion effects counteract further
growth. By a double fluctuation of the size and/or growth of a crystal

156, 124504-3

The Journal
of Chemical Physics

ARTICLE

scitation.org/journal/jcp

nucleus within the cluster, crystallization takes place, and the sudden
drop in the chemical potential enables further growth. The additional binding energy of the cluster then allows the cluster to further
grow [Fig. 1(e)].
Depletion effects can arise not only from confinement but also
from slow transport as it can be the case, for example, if entropy
drives chain-like growth and the chains are less mobile than solvated
molecules.11
In the following part, we analyze the free energy surface for different temperatures and densities and give a phase diagram where
two-step nucleation is present.
First, we can look for the existence of the three different minima in the free energy landscape and the relative depth of them with
transition state theory.27 In the next step, we analyze the minimum
energy path (MEP) from the solvated state to the crystal, as this gives
us the most likely crystallization path the system uses.
As another option to choose the reaction coordinates, one can
omit the crystallization degree and only use the coordination number as a reaction coordinate. The resulting one-dimensional free
energy surface can also be analyzed for the occurrence of the three
minima.
A. Two-dimensional free energy landscape
For the possibility of two-step nucleation, the solvated, amorphous, and crystalline states must be metastable. We can investigate
for what temperature and number of solute particles this is the
case. For two-step nucleation, the crystallization path from the solvated state must also go through the amorphous state. To analyze
this behavior, we use nudged elastic band simulation on the already
calculated energy surface.
1. Minima in the free energy
First, we extract the depth of all the existing minima. To compare them between each other, the deepest peak is mapped to 100%.
The difference between the other peaks and this peak is mapped
from 0%, if the peak is higher than 100 units, to 100%, if it has the
same height.
In Fig. 2, the calculated relative depths for the different states
are displayed individually and combined to an RGB plot.
The resulting phase diagram in Fig. 2 shows that for high
temperatures, only the solvated state is stable. If the temperature
decreases, a transition to a crystal dominated state can be seen.
For high concentrations, an amorphous phase develops between the
crystalline and solvated states.
For two-step nucleation, obviously, all the three states must
exist. Hence, the concentration of the solute particles must be
smaller than ≈1200. Most likely, two-step nucleation should occur
in the whitish region where all the three states have a similar
probability.
2. Minimum energy path
If we analyze only the depth of the minima, we cannot make
predictions of the crystallization path. For example, in Fig. 1, the
barrier between the solvated state and the crystalline state is roughly
equal. However, the minimum energy path from the solvated state
to the crystalline state runs directly through the intermediate state.
To determine if two-step nucleation happens, in the previously

J. Chem. Phys. 156, 124504 (2022); doi: 10.1063/5.0073043
© Author(s) 2022

FIG. 2. Color map for the depth of the three different minima. Each of the three minima is mapped to one RGB-color. The intensity of the color is given by the relative
depth of the minima. The deepest minima result in 100% of the color. For the other
peaks, the intensity decreases with the difference in the depth until the difference
exceeds 60 J and no color is plotted. In (a), the different states, red—solvated,
green—amorphous, and blue—crystal, are shown. The lines indicate the case
when two states have the same depth. To determine the exact position, a linear fit around the intersection is used. In the left figure of (b), the three color-plots
are added. In the whitish region, all three minima have a similar probability. This
region should be favorable for two-step nucleation. On the right, the phase diagram with the calculated coexistence points is given. In addition, the region with a
direct crystallization path is marked hatched (see Sec. III A 2).

supposed regions, the minimum energy path (MEP) from the solvated to the crystalline state is calculated. If the minimum energy
path runs through the amorphous state, two step nucleation is
present.
a. Calculation of the minimum energy path. To calculate the
minimum energy path in the free energy landscape, the nudged elastic band (NEB) method is used. The calculation is based on the
improvements of the classical NEB from Ref. 15. The parameters
for the NEB simulation are 400 beads, and a spring constant of
0.001 J/RC change. As there may be some small bumps caused by
uncertainties in the potential, the free energy is smoothed with a
Gaussian filter with a standard deviation of σ = 5 before calculating
the MEP.
b. Analyzing the minimum energy path. As displayed in Fig. 3,
there are two different cases for the MEP. The MEP can proceed
directly from the solvated to the crystalline state or it crosses the
barrier between the solvated and intermediate states. This barrier
crossing is also observed in the energy of the MEP.
We now calculate the MEP for all cases with three minima
and further identify the region where the MEP goes directly to the
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FIG. 4. By analyzing the MEPs, we can draw a phase diagram for the different
cases. The red region indicates cases for which the MEP does not pass through
the intermediate states. The blue region describes the cases where two-step
nucleation occurs. At the edge, the probability of one state decreases. This can be
seen in comparison to Fig. 2 and in the diminishing of one barrier, as the minimum
height of the two barrier decreases.
FIG. 3. Two examples for different minimum energy paths. The minimum energy
path can go directly from the solvated state to the crystalline state (c) or can go
over the amorphous intermediate state (a). The resulting energy of the MEP is
shown in (b) and (d). For case (c), three minima are present, but the MEP shows
that, nevertheless, two-step nucleation should not exist in this case.

solvated state. As shown in Fig. 4, this is the case when both
the solvated and crystalline states are much more favorable to the
amorphous state.
To further classify the cases with two-step nucleation, we
extract the barrier height in the MEP and plot the minimum height
of the two. With this information, we see that at the edge of the
two-step nucleation region, one of the barrier decreases until it vanishes, and no two-step nucleation is present. This happens because
as demonstrated in the previous analysis, the probability of one state
decreases.
We further demonstrate that the region with two pronounced
barriers is at the same place where all three states have the same
probability. However, that is not the case for the other way around
as some of the regions with similar probability of all three states
are in the region where no two-step nucleation occurs (hatched
region).

F(x) = −kB T ∑ ln p(x, y).

(5)

y

In this one-dimensional free energy, the three metastable states can
also be identified. In Fig. 5, the number of minima is shown.
It is visible that for the minima in the one-dimensional case,
the amorphous and crystalline states must have the same probability. That is due to the two states having a similar coordination
number and one, in case they have different depths, could override
the other one. If we use only this RC, we miss cases with two-step
nucleation.

B. Coordination number
The two-dimensional free energy landscape can be reduced to
only the coordination number as a reaction coordinate. We then can
calculate the probability of each position,
p(x, y) ∝ e

−F(x,y)
kB T

,

(4)

and add it up for all points with the same coordination number and
get the free energy with
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FIG. 5. (Left column) (a)–(f) Free energy as a function of the coordination number.
(Right column) Number of minima in the 1d free energy with the one-dimensional
potential for different prominent points. One can see that for the one-dimensional
case, the probability of the crystalline and amorphous states must be roughly the
same. This is the case as the coordination number for this two states is more
similar compared to the solvated state. Therefore, e.g., a deep crystalline minimum
may “dominate” over the amorphous state.
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C. Comparison
We can now compare the different analysis methods. The
minima in the two-dimensional free energy landscape give a good
indication for two-step nucleation. What is more, the assumption
that all three minima must have a similar probability yields mostly
identical regions as calculated by the minimum energy path. We see
some discrepancies for low concentrations.
Comparing the two, we see that if the amorphous state is less
probable than the solvated state, the minimum energy path does not
give two-step properties. Two distinct barriers are present if the minima have the same probability. This can be seen as the barrier height
follows the blue line for high concentration (>650 solute particles)
(see Fig. 4).
For two-step nucleation, the three states should have roughly
the same probability, as this gives two pronounced barriers on the
crystallization path. Usually, preferring the crystalline state as the
stable state, we can further limit the possible parameters.
The one-dimensional free energy surface does not yield proper
generalized results.
As the position of the three minima overlaps with different distances and, therefore, has a wrong emphasis of their relation, the
solvated state has a low impact. If there are three minima in the onedimensional case, there is, as confirmed by the MEP, actual two-step
nucleation. However, no proper predictions can be made, and a lot
of different cases is not detected.

IV. CONCLUSION
As shown in Ref. 14, for a lattice gas, clusters in a crystalline
state become more favorable than the amorphous state if the clustersize increases. Another argument presented in Ref. 23 is a spontaneous fluctuation, which causes the starting amorphous nucleus to
form. For spontaneous crystallization, the material transport from
the solvent to the cluster ought to be slow. In our simulation, this
is realized by not allowing particles to get inside the simulation box,
representing the calculations in the canonical ensemble. This causes
a saturation that prevents the cluster to grow further.24 When the
amorphous cluster cannot grow, the crystallization produces further
binding energy, which then allows the cluster to grow further as a
crystal.
Of course, taking the limit of zero diffusion toward the simulation box is a hard limit and, in general, a simplification except for
the case of really confined systems.10 However, as in real systems,
the diffusion speed can have an impact on the dynamics, and it is
still worth considering the very slow diffusion case. For open lattice systems, the amorphous state could generally grow infinitely28
if the fluctuation toward the crystalline state is driven by a slow
process, which would be the contrary hard limit. Thus, one important result of this study is that the speed of the different dynamics
(diffusion and crystallization) can impact the two-step nucleation
process.
With the different analyses of the calculated free energy surface,
we can provide a phase diagram for the cases where two-step nucleation occurs. In our model, the one-dimensional free energy did not
work for predicting two-step nucleation. We strongly advice to use
multidimensional reaction coordinates or to calculate the most likely
crystallization path to see if two-step nucleation exists.
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The two-dimensional free energy landscape gives a good prediction for two-step nucleation. The only problem is that it cannot
properly predict the crystallization path. However, in our system,
the crystallization path only skips the intermediate state if the
amorphous state has a small probability.
Our calculated crystallization paths are comparable to experimental studies of colloidal systems.29 We think that our phase
diagram should be applicable to all materials with similar properties as our designed interactions, for example, calcium carbonate, as
we motivated our interactions on the properties of CaCO3 .
Our phase diagram also shows similarities to the calculated
phase diagram from Ref. 30 with some small differences as we do
not distinguish between the different amorphous states. Hence, we
are confident that our results of the lattice gas are qualitatively applicable to a broad class of systems, and maybe even different physical
effects, e.g., the solidification of metals.
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APPENDIX: COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT REACTION
COORDINATES
In this section, we want to show how different reaction coordinates have an influence on the free energy surface. This is carried out
to show that the global reaction coordinates capture the behavior of
the system.
To calculate the new free energy surfaces for the different RCs,
we use the weighted histogram method.31,32 We use the already calculated bias to drive a Monte Carlo simulation. We then calculate
further the histogram with the weight obtained by the probability
change caused by the bias,
w(⃗
r) = exp(

Fbias (⃗
r)
).
kB T

(A1)

This allows us to efficiently calculate the free energy for different
kinds of reaction coordinates. It is also needed as the metadynamics
algorithm allows only one point in the RC space, which prevents the
summation of all clusters individually. To use local reaction coordinates, we need to separate the particles in clusters. Clusters are
defined here as particles that form a connected component. We can

156, 124504-6

The Journal
of Chemical Physics

ARTICLE

scitation.org/journal/jcp

4

P. G. Vekilov, Nanoscale 2, 2346 (2010).
A. Mcpherson, Methods 34, 254 (2004).
6
S. Z. D. Cheng and B. Lotz, Polymer 46, 8662 (2005).
7
D. Schebarchov, T. P. Schulze, and S. C. Hendy, J. Chem. Phys. 140, 074704
(2014).
8
Y. Peng, F. Wang, Z. Wang, A. M. Alsayed, Z. Zhang, A. G. Yodh, and Y. Han,
Nat. Mater. 14, 101 (2015).
9
Q. Shi, F. Li, S. Yeh, Y. Wang, and J. Xin, Int. J. Pharm. 590, 119925
(2020).
10
T. Zinn, L. Willner, and R. Lund, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 238305 (2014).
11
M. Kellermeier, P. Raiteri, J. K. Berg, A. Kempter, J. D. Gale, and D. Gebauer,
ChemPhysChem 17, 3535 (2016).
12
R. Demichelis, P. Raiteri, J. D. Gale, D. Quigley, and D. Gebauer, Nat. Commun.
2, 590 (2011).
13
F. Schmitz, P. Virnau, and K. Binder, Phys. Rev. E 87, 053302 (2013).
14
R. Schmid and P. Nielaba, J. Chem. Phys. 150, 054504 (2019).
15
G. Henkelman and H. Jónsson, J. Chem. Phys. 113, 9978 (2000).
16
J. Russo and H. Tanaka, J. Chem. Phys. 145, 211801 (2016).
17
J. Avaro, E. M. Moon, J. Rose, and A. L. Rose, Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 259,
344 (2019).
18
D. Quigley, C. L. Freeman, J. H. Harding, and P. M. Rodger, J. Chem. Phys. 134,
044703 (2011).
19
A. Laio and M. Parrinello, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 99, 12562 (2002).
20
N. Metropolis, A. W. Rosenbluth, M. N. Rosenbluth, A. H. Teller, and E. Teller,
J. Chem. Phys. 21, 1087 (1953).
21
N. Duff and B. Peters, J. Chem. Phys. 131, 184101 (2009).
22
P. G. Vekilov, Cryst. Growth Des. 4, 671 (2004).
23
D. James, S. Beairsto, C. Hartt, O. Zavalov, I. Saika-Voivod, R. K. Bowles, and P.
H. Poole, J. Chem. Phys. 150, 074501 (2019).
24
J. Wedekind, D. Reguera, and R. Strey, J. Chem. Phys. 125, 214505 (2006).
25
Y. Lifanov, B. Vorselaars, and D. Quigley, J. Chem. Phys. 145, 211912
(2016).
26
C. Sun and D. Xue, J. Cryst. Growth 470, 27 (2017).
27
H. Eyring, J. Chem. Phys. 3, 107 (1935).
28
D. Eaton, I. Saika-Voivod, R. K. Bowles, and P. H. Poole, J. Chem. Phys. 154,
234507 (2021).
29
J. R. Savage and A. D. Dinsmore, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 198302 (2009).
30
B. Sadigh, L. Zepeda-Ruiz, and J. L. Belof, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 118,
e2017809118 (2021).
31
S. Kumar, J. M. Rosenberg, D. Bouzida, R. H. Swendsen, and P. A. Kollman,
J. Comput. Chem. 13, 1011 (1992).
32
A. M. Ferrenberg and R. H. Swendsen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 1195 (1989).
33
S. Auer and D. Frenkel, J. Chem. Phys. 120, 3015 (2004).
5

FIG. 6. Comparison between the global interaction count used in this paper and
the local cluster size. The global RC has an increased amorphous interaction count
as small solvated clusters are counted additionally. In addition, the free energy of
small clusters (⪅ 5) is underestimated.33

compare the free energy of the global reaction coordinates used in
this paper to the correctly added histogram of all clusters in the
system.
In the global case, all interactions of the solvated particles that
form small clusters are counted together. For the case of a lot of small
solvated clusters, this effect adds amorphous connections to the
coordination number and results in a shift of the free energy toward
a higher amorphous interaction count. If there is a big cluster, the
effective concentration decreases, and this effect is reduced.
Another difference in the global RC is the underestimation of
the free energy of small clusters (⪅ 5). This happens as in the global
case, only one of multiple clusters is counted. For increasing the cluster size, this effect diminishes as more than one big cluster are not
stable in our system.33 Both effects are shown in Fig. 6.
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